Hyatt3to-.m, Md, 20734 
July 7, 1966 



Editor, 'ilie Evening Standard 
47 Shoa Lane 
■*^ndon E,C. 4 
Eoglandy 

Dear Sir, 

W J^ne 29 Stoi^r on the Pandora’s Box of the -^rron Somnlssion is intereutlng 
and no raean Journalistic oohieTement, for you were able to do it without reference 
to Pandora: As of the tine of the writing of yo-rr story, non of the books .mentioned 
in it had yot rsoched Its publication date. The one book that had been published, my 
•:EITE.ASH: Ib.->0RT on mo -AKUSI-i the book that had caused all the belated 

interest in this subject and the book that launched Inquest to the total surprise of 
its :anpreparad and unaxpecting pubiisher. is the one you found it possible to avoid. 

.hlle dlsoppdintlnc, this is not at all surprialng, &r you did not invent that, either 
Nonetheless, in a private printing. 'HITEr^ASn is d. Ing surprisingly well, sellinc at 
a brisk pace, and attracting conslderablo international press irtereat. Including 
both radio and teke^slon. It is not only the first book on this subject, it is also. 

at least as of now, the only definitive one, and thoreln lies its problem. Publishers, 
it sems^prefer milk^oast to neat. 

'l-immASE la restricted entirely to the official testimony and exhibits of the 

Warren Coaalaslon itaelf. and with that alone destroys each of the Oommlsslon’s 
«.J.r con.lu.loi». H . 1 , 1 . 

misrepresentation, manufacture and even the total and irreplaceable destruction ofhthe 
beat evidence. It reproduces some of the most wmsatlonal for the first time, such as 
the alteration of the most beslc photographic evidence (with the original ®d doctored 
Photograph^of the shot President side by side), the certification of the chief autopsy 
doctor that he actuaUy burned (in the recreation room of his homo - how ghoulish cm 

you get:) the first draft of the Presldanfs autopsy, end excerpts of the oldest 

version showing the changes were substantive, not editorial, md 
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includ^iiig his written acknowledgement that the Dellas dootors, in faot^ did note 
thet the President was aleo shot from the front I 

Would your readers like to see the original FBI report in which, while sotting the 
Comlsslon’a direction for it and reporting as fully as he allegedly could, tha 
director of the Federal Buweau of •investigation accounted for all three bullets 
ellogedly fired at the President in total without accounting for two of which he 
knewr It Is^for tha first time, reproduced on page 195 of 

Your correspondent’s fascination irith the ^subtlety” of the "question of a conspiracy"* 
some time in the iUture - but on which Mr# Manchester has already reached his concluaic 
"no evidence of a foinal plot to kill the President", is particularly interesting for 
6 number of reasons^ it ic Indubitably wrong, from the Comnisnion’s own evidence, and 
it Is Just now orrlvei at 4*^ftor suspending Judgement on the identity of the assassin 
for 12 months he Is now convinced that Lee Ilervey Os*.Tald did indeed shoot President 
Kennedy in Dallas"), j=»raountin': to but a subsidized but'ressing of the ofriolol 
account, to be occopiponlod with a dainty wrist-slap for those who fshrlcated it# 

Mr# Manchester’s is, indeed, a "iDonkish labor", as reflected in a comperlson between 
your interview with him and one recounted in the ^ew York ^-^Imes of L^ay 9, 1965s "The 
^omniaalon concentrated on identification of the assassin and the auestion of conspir- 
acy and met its mandate superbly#" V«hat else did Mr# Manchester do in the year 
between these remarkably similar statements*^ In 1065 he also said, "Actually, Oswald 
is a minor figure in the story#" 

I submit, wlthw all respect, that it is time for the end of the creation of herc^ 
and the searching for goats and tine for a fUU, public and dispassionate airtug 
of facts# This is what ,HITiiJVA:S seeks and sought, to tha degree possible, to do# 

It was completed in mid-Febriary 1965, first published several months thereafter, and 
rensalna today a work to which subsequent publication has added nothing of substance# 
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If not o monkish labor. It tos at least a great one, for It is supported by o third 
of a million words of typed notes alone, and It Is produced vTlthout subsidy of any 
tor.d, direct or indirect ( what nonsense it is to talk of Manchester -,s hevlns jotten 
no noney from the iCaainedys when he has their sponsorship and had oxcluslva access to 
materval oven today denied others ) at a cost that denies It the possibility of 
flnanolvi profit, and by a man rtio has no ai to grlnfl save the steel of truth. 

Should the-ianchestor work ever aprear In onythlnc liho the form you dencribe, I 
heartily endorse your prediction " that it will create a aensstiou on publication'*. 
May I add alaoo scandal oj, unlmaslnabla mognltudev For the Kennedy family to 
sponsor, no rnatt^ how innocently, another effort at stuffing this awful dose down 
he no., rebelling hroat, will be a terrible disgrace, to tlae .mstnory of the late 
Ident, to the no-ienol honor, and to themselves, especiolly the foroier attorney 
general uho, i egorules:-. of hximsn end understondeble the rea oois wore that impelled 
him to divorce himself tysr^ it, was nonetheless the chief of the department of Justice 
provided the actual inTQstlggtlon and made this nonatroalty -ossible. 

Sincerely yours. 



Harold '‘elsbers 
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